and he says that in the dossier, because it did not reflect the considered views — these are
quotes again — because it did not reflect the considered view that they were putting

forward, did you say that to Gilligan at this meeting in May?

DR KELLY: [ very much doubt it

KEVIN BARRON: It just seems that the rolling off his tongue in quotes in here, but

you don’t remember saying that, did you discuss....

DR KELLY: Wellit’s not,  mean, it wouldn’t be my opinion, it wouldn’t be the sort of
thing that I would say.

KEVIN BARRON: All right. Did vou discuss anything other than the forty-five
minutes at this meeting with Gilligan, 1 mean obviously you discussed what he’d found

out in Iraqg, but in terms of the dossier...

DR KELLY: In terms of the dossier the only other 1ssue that came up was the issue of
uranium, which I couldn’t comment on other than that at that stage Mr Baradei who is the

Executive of JAEA had put out his statement op the documents

KEVIN BARRON: And have you any knowledge about the statement he made 1n

relation to the DTAG report, the Defence Intelligence report from the Defence Staff
~th

Terronsm Analysis Group, dated about the 137 January?
DR KELLY: [have no knowledge of that, whaisoever
KEVIN BARRON: No knowledge of that, whatsoever. Okay, thank you.

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Forty-five minutes then you felt — it was unwise to put it in, is
that right?
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DR KELLY: I mean looking backwards, yes, I wasn’t involved in the actual inclusion

of it or the information that was there.
JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Had you seen any intelligence material to back it up?
DR KELLY: I'd seen no infelligence material relevant to that topic whatsoever.

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Have you since then seen any intelligence material about
that?

DR KELLY: No.

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Do you think that there might have been intelligence material

to back it up?

DR KELLY: My assumption is that there is intelligence to back 1t up, yes, but it’s only

an assumption, because ['m not privy to it

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Was the wisdom for UNMOVIC of putting it in dependent on

such mtelligence material do you think?

DR KELLY: Well [ assume that the wisdom of putting it in is of course based on that.
It’s when [ say it’s unwise, the difficulty is being, the public debate about it thereafter,

it’s the way it’s been interpreted thereafter.
JAMES ARBUTHNOT: But if the intelligence material had been absolutely ‘copper-
bottomed’ then it would have been, not only a fair thing to put in but surely in order to

influence the debate it was necessary to put it in at the time?

DR KELLY: Yes, but I’ve, it may have been better to put it in, in some form of

context.
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JAMES ARBUTHNOT: But your view whether it was wise or unwise is uncoloured
by having seen any infelligence material because you haven’t? So how can you make a

judgement like that?

DR KELLY: Because of the, I can make a judgement on it based on my experience and
my ability to identify a system with that, and from the subsequent debate about it, I think
if it had been put in, in a better context then it would have been better understood then it
would have been - I can’t think of a word to use — a lot fairer a lot easier to understand.

[t’s not the wisdom of putting it in and out, it’s the wisdom of how it’s expressed.

. JAMES ARBUTHNOT: But is there anything absolutely, I mean if Saddam’s son had
actually said ‘yes, well actually we've got these people who can launch these things in

forty-five minutes’ . .
DR KELLY: ... and you've got to make an impact.

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: So was vour view that it was probably unwise to put it in
coloured not only by the fact that vou had not seen any intelligence matenal yourself but
also by other discussions within the intelligence community that felt ‘well that was a bit

of a bummer — we shouldn’t have put that in?

. DR KELLY: No I think it’s coloured by my discussions, primarily, with UNMOVIC
and fellow UNSCOM specialists, rather than the intelligence community, the dossier
essentially came and went, I mean as far as I was concerned ten days later it wasn’t a
topic for debate, it came, it created the impression that it did, and it really wasn’t
discussed a lot in technical circles, thereafter, and I certainly didn’t discuss 1t with
intelligence, there were other things to be done, there was Resolution 1441 coming up
and UNMOVIC were re-engaging with discussions with Iraq, [ was very much focused

on that rather than the dossier, the dossier of course was familiar to me, the contents, the
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general concepts of the dossier, it was not something that 1 was pondering and reflecting

on, [ accepted it and 1 was getting on with my own work,

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: So in a sense 1t was based on the international intelligence

community’s view?

DR KELLY: No, not the international intelhigence community, what I’'m talking about
are technical experts who are associated with the United Nations, that is not the

international intelligence community.
JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Okay, thank you.
ANN TAYLOR: s it possible that Gilligan, did you taik to Gilligan about that context?

DR KELLY: No ‘forty-five mimutes’ I really didn’t discuss with him at any great
length at all, I mean I was not actually talking about the dossier I was talking about why

weapons could not be found, and why they’d not been used.

JOYCE QUIN: And in the transcript of Gilligan’s — in the final segment he said the
words of his source were that it was transformied 1z a week before it was published to

make it ‘sexier’, that didn’t come from you then?

DR KELLY: The word ‘transformed’ is not sometiung that would have occurred to me
in terms of the document, first of all I had not seen the earlier drafts of 1t, so I wouldn’t
know whether it had been transformed or not, the document itself is a very sober, well
written, there is no emotive language in it, it’s factual, I don’t see 1t as being

‘transformed’.

MICHAEL MATES: But you wouldn’t describe it as ‘sexy’?
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DR KELLY: [ think the ‘forty-five minutes’ for impact is the only, that’s the only bit
that that would be the case.

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: But ‘sexier’ is that a word you would use?
DR KELLY: Itisaword 1 would use, I use it on occasions.
JAMES ARBUTHNOT: Isita word you did use?

DR KELLY: [ cannot recall on that occasion.

JAMES ARBUTHNOT: But you might have done?

DR KELLY: It’s possible, yes.

ALAN BEITH: What were the words that made you recognise the quotation as being

yours?

DR KELLY: Which quotation are we talking about?

ALAN BEITH: You said when vou read the transcript again you said you recognised it.
DR KELLY: [t was the 30%.

JOYCE QUIN: Butin the transcript Gilligan also said that the words of his source says
that it was “transformed’ in your answer you seem to have indicated very clearly that that

did not come from you.

DR KELLY: I don’tbelieve it came from me.
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JOYCE QUIN: Right, and there are other things in both the evidence that Gilligan gave
to the Foreign Affairs Commuttee and whatever it is reporting that you've been able to
follow subsequently, that indicates to you that he must have had some other senior

source, other than yourself?

DR KELLY: [can put it the other way round, it’s I don’t believe it all came from me, |
really can’t say the other way round that there is information in there that must have
come, well presumably it must have come from another source, but I can’t identify that

source.

JOYCE QUIN: But there must have been other sources, but in other words you stand

by what you've said before in that you were not the prime source.
DR KELLY: That's my belief; that [’m not the prime source.

GAVIN STRANG: Something that just occwrred to me. were you involved with Irag

during the Iran/Iraq war because I understand that you have quite a pedigree in all this?
PR KELLY: 1 went to Porton Down 1n 1984 so 1 was very much aware of the latter
stages of the Iran/Iraq war, the handling of causalities that came out of Iran and Irag, the
batch that came to the United Kingdom and I was aware of investigations of casualties at
Halabja, yes.

GAVIN STRANG: Was the British government helping Iraqg?

DR KELLY: Interms of the causalities that came out afterwards from Halabja, yes.

GAVIN STRANG: But were they giving help also in the military sense?

DR KELLY: I think 1 would have to be clear on that question. You have to be clearer
1n the question I think.
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GAVIN STRANG: Well the question is whether and 1 am not sure this is relevant to
this inquiry, but [ am curious as to whether in fact vou were aware of covert assistance

being given to Iraq during the war — because we were supposed to be neutral.

DR KELLY: I'm not aware of that at all, my expertise is in the chemical and biological

area and not anywhere else
GAVIN STRANG: Thank you for that,

ALAN HOWARTH: How did vou arrive at your figure of 30% probability 1t appears

1o have a kind of exactitude, or is 1t meant to be merely 1llustrative?

DR KELLY: It’s illustrative, as an estimate

ALAN HOWARTH: Ilustrating a lot, a httle?

DR KELLY: It’s verging to a little rather than to a lot.

MICHAEL MATES: Two to one against!

[LAUGHTER]

ANN TAYLOR: Can I ask, at the beginning you mentioned that you do see certain
intelhgence reports but you haven’t been very specific about that, can you give us some
idea of what you see by way of JIC papers, what you see from DIS, you mentioned that
you did see some inrelligence reporting could you give us a fuller picture please, of what

they might be?

DR KELLY: Certainly. I see all the inzelligence reporting concerned with both Iraq

and ***, with regard to chemical and biological weapons, that arrives in the Proliferation
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and Arms Control Secretariat and I have full access to that. Within the Defence
Intelligence Services I liaise with the Rockingham cell which used to service UNMOVIC
and UNSCOM and now will service the Iraq Survey Group and I don’t go through all the
information that they have but, almost on a weekly basis I'll sit down with the principal
officer there and he will alert me to anything that he thinks is of relevance to my work. 1
also liaise with SIS, they call me in if they want to discuss any raw intelligence with me
or if they want any assistance in interpreting intelligence. [ see them every two months

Or s0
ANN TAYLOR: Fine, are there any more questions?

JOYCE QUIN: Just one general one, when you said earlier on you said that you do talk
to journalists on the ‘phone, in what capacity do you talk to them on the 'phone, you

seemed to indicate that that was quite a regular occurrence?

DR KELLY: Unfortunately a lot of the press and television companies have my
telephone number so T will get ‘cold called’, so T will get called to comment on
something or to explain something, most of the calls that T have tend to be rather
technically boring, they come from journalists who don’t know what a formenter is or
don’t the difference between a virus and a bacterium, they come from enquiries about
Iraq and some of the principal facilities that were associated with them so they
understand them, some of the personalities associated with the programme, and I'll
comment on their role, but not their personality as such. But I also of course, most of my
work is at the behest, primarily of the Foreign Office, occasionally the MoD but also the
United Nations, and for example when the anthrax envelopes incidents occurred shortly
after September 11" then the UN used me quite a lot because there was considered to be
a connection with Irag, which I don’t believe to be the case but that was certainly part of
the speculation, so the UN press office asked me to brief on their behalf.

MICHAEL MATES: 1In either of your conversations with Gilligan did you discuss

missiles, did he discuss missiles with you?
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DR KELLY: I don’t beheve so, what I know 1 did, I wouldn’t say ‘discuss’ because
quite often when people ask what the forty-five minutes meané, 1 somewhat glibly say
‘well 1 know that it takes forty-five minutes to load up and fuse a forty barrel, multi
barrelled rocket launcher’ but that’s not a missile, but I mean that’s a flip remark that 1
make.

MICHAEL MATES: But you didn’t have a discussion about his missile capabilities?

DR KELLY: About Irag’s missile capabilities, no. I mean I'm aware of it, but T don’t
thing that happened on that occasion.

ANN TAYLOR: Thank you. Is there anything else that you would like to tell us or
think should tell us that we haven’t covered that might be pertinent to the Inquiry that we

are conducting?

DR KELLY: I think you’ve covered everything pretty well, I can’t think of anything

else that needs to be said.

ANN TAYLOR: Okay thank yvou very much for your time and again apologies for

vesterday.

DR KELLY: Okay, thank you.
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